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REMARKS 



In response to the non-final Office Action of February 5, 2009, applicants requeit all 
claims be allowed in view of the amendments to the claims and the following remarks. Claims 
15-23, 25-39, 41, 42, 44-46, 48, and 50-53 are pending in the application, of which chdm 15, 
23, 31, 45, and 52 are independent. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 15-23, 25-39, 41, 42, 44-46, 48, and 50-53 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being obvious over U.S. Patent No. 7,275,215 (Wemdorfer) in view of U.S. Patent No. 
7,185,059 (Daniell). Applicants have amended independent claims 15, 23, 31, 45, and 52 and 

request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 15-23, 25-39, 41, 42, 44-46, 48, 
and 50-53 because Wemdorfer does not describe or suggest all of the features recited in each of 
amended independent claims 15, 23, 31, 45, and 52. 

Claims 15-22. 29. 30. and 50 

As amended, independent claim 15 recites a computer-implemented method for emk^Hg 
electronic commimications by a user having multiple accounts hosted by a single 
communications service provider that represents each of the multiple accoimts of the user hosted 
by the communications service provider with a corresponding screen name. Among other 
features, the method includes, displaying a single graphical user interface configured to 
acconmiodate multiple lists of other screen names, each of which corresponds to a d^fecmt 
account of the user hosted by the single communications service provider and contiguously Kste 
a set of screen names that represent other accounts that are hosted by the single <x>mmvm(M&m 
service provider and that correspond to other users with whom the user communicates using the 
account to which the hst corresponds. In addition, independent claim 15 recites that an 
individual screen name representing an individual account hosted by the single communications 
service provider and corresponduig to an individual user with whom the user communie^^ is 
Usted in at least two of the multiple Usts of other screen names. 
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The combination of Wemdorfer and Daniel fails to render independent claim 15 obvio?® 
at least because the combination of Wemdorfer and Daniell does not describe or suggest tbese 
features of independent claim 15. 

Wemdorfer discloses a unified instant messaging client platform that is interoperable 
with multiple, normally incompatible instant messaging service providers. See, Wemdorfo" at 
col. 3, lines 38-62. As described by Wemdorfer, the unified instant messaging elicit platform 
provides an instant messaging graphical user interface that enables a user to compose aod ie^ 
instant messages using different accounts provided by the different, normally incompstible 
instant messaging service providers. See, e.g., Wemdorfer at col. 3, line 63 to col. 6, Kne 53. 

FIG. 3 of Wemdorfer, which is reproduced below for reference, provides an illuii^i^oa 
of Wemdorfer' s instant messaging graphical user interface. 
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FIG. 3 of Wemdorfer. 
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As illustrated in FIG. 3, Wemdorfer's instant messaging graphical user interface inclii4^ a 
single instant messaging contacts list that has been compiled for a user of Wemdorfer's s^^imi 
by combining the user's instant messaging contacts lists from different, normally incoiffltMrtible 
instant messaging service providers (i.e., AIM, ICQ, IRC, MSN, and Yahoo!) into a single 
instant messaging contacts list. Individual icons displayed adjacent to the screen names in the 
instant messaging contacts list are used to identify the instant messaging contacts hsts Sesm 
which the different screen names have been drawn. For example, one icon is used to idmlafy 
screen names drawn from the user's AIM instant messaging contacts Ust and a diffraiait icon is 
used to identify screen names drawn from the user's ICQ instant messaging contacts list While 
Wemdorfer's instant messaging graphical user interface enables a user to access different M^ant 
messaging accounts provided by different, normally incompatible instant messaging service 
providers, Wemdorfer does not describe or suggest a graphical user interface that enables a user 
to access different instant messaging accounts provided by the same instant messagiiig service 
provider. 

Daniell describes a graphical user interface that is similar to Wemdorfer in Ihsd; it embles 
a user to access different instant messaging accounts provided by different, normally 
incompatible instant messaging providers. See, e.g., Daniell at Abstract; col. 18, lines 3-19; mad 
FIG. 14. FIG. 14 of Daniell, which is reproduced below for reference, provides an illustration of 
Daniell's instant messaging graphical user interface: 
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FIG. 14 ofDaniell. 

As illustrated in FIG. 14, Daniell's instant messaging graphical user interface includes a saji^e 
instant messaging contacts list that has been compiled for a user of Daniell's system by 
combining the user's instant messaging contacts Usts from different, normally inconq^atibte 

instant messaging service providers (i.e., MSN and AOL) into a single instant messaging 
contacts list. Notably, like Wemdorfer, Daniell does not describe or suggest a graphical user 
interface that enables a user to access different instant messaging accounts provided by tiie same 
instant messaging service provider. 
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Because neither Wemdorfer of Daniell describes or suggests a graphical usct inteftoe 
that enables a user to access different instant messaging accounts provided by the seme im^anft 
messaging service provider, the combination of Wemdorfer and Daniell does not describe w 
suggest displaying a single graphical user interface configured to accommodate multiple lists of 
other screen names, each of which corresponds to a different account of the user hosted by a 
single communications service provider and contiguously lists a set of screen names that 
represent other accounts that are hosted by the single communications service provider mi that 
correspond to other users with whom the user communicates using the account to vsdlidh tibe fet 
corresponds, as recited in independent claim 15. 

Furthermore, because Wemdorfer and Daniell each describe a graphical usct int^&ee 
that provides access to no more than one instant messaging account provided by any given 
instant messaging service provider, the combination of Wemdorfer and Daniell also does not 
describe or suggest that an individual screen name representing an individual account heated by a 
single commimications service provider and corresponding to an individual user with whom the 
user communicates is listed in at least two lists of other screen names, as recited in ind^i^ideatt 
claim 15. 

Accordingly, for at least the foregoing reasons, applicants request reconsideration aad 
withdrawal of the rejection of independent claim 15 and its dependent claims, claims 16-22, 29, 
30, and 50. 

Claims 23 and 25-28 

As amended, independent claim 23 recites a graphical user interface for facilitati^ 
communications by a user having multiple accounts hosted by a single mstant messagjng sa:viee 
provider that represents each of the multiple accounts of the user hosted by the instant messaging 
service provider with a corresponding screen name. As recited in independent claim 23, tiie 
graphical user interface includes one or more window interfaces that are structured and arranged 
to enable, among other features, a display portion configured to make perceivable two or mmt 
instant messaging contact hsts, wherein each instant messaging contacts Ust is associataj with 
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one of the multiple accounts of the user, is separated from the other instant messaging contaets 
hsts, and includes a contiguous listing of other screen names, each of the other screai nam^ 
representing another accoimt that is hosted by the single instant messaging service plovitfcr. 

For reasons that are analogous to those discussed above in connection with independent 
claim 15, applicants submit that Wemdorfer and Daniell do not describe or suggest such a 
graphical user interface. Accordingly, for at least this reason, apphcants request recorasMm^cm 
and withdrawal of the rejection of independent claim 23 and its dependent claims, claims 25-28. 

Claims 31-39. 41. 42. 44. and 51 

As amended, independent claim 3 1 recites a computer-implemented method for Inidng 
multiple accounts of a user hosted by a single communications service provider that represraits 
each of the accounts of the user with a corresponding screen name that includes, among other 
features, maintaining, for a user who has multiple accoimts that are hosted by the single 
communications service provider, a first contacts hst that corresponds to a first account of ^ 
user and that includes screen names that each represent another account hosted by the sin^ 
commimications service provider, and maintaining, for the user, a second contacts list tbsA 
corresponds to a second account of the user and that includes additional screen names thastes»^ 
represent an additional account hosted by the single communications service provider. 

For reasons that are analogous to those discussed above in connection with indqjeaadent 
claim 15, apphcants submit that Wemdorfer and Daniell do not describe or suggest this ^ostate 
of independent claim 3 1 . Accordingly, for at least this reason, applicants request reconsideaati^ 
and withdrawal of the rejection of independent claim 31 and its dependent claims, claims 32-39,. 
41,42, 44, and 51. 

Claims 45. 46. and 48 

As amended, independent claim 45 recites a computer-implemented method for enabling 
instant messaging by a user who has at least two different instant messaging accounts hasted by a 
single instant messaging service provider that represents the two different instant m^®a^j 
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accounts with corresponding screen names. As recited in independent claim 45, the me^(Hi 
includes displaying, to a user who has both a first instant messaging account and a secoiKl itisteit 
messaging account that are hosted by a single instant messaging service provider, a single iirtsmt 
messaging graphical user interface that includes a first instant messaging contacts list that 
corresponds to the first instant messaging account of the user and that includes a first contiguous 
listing of instant messaging screen names that each represent an instant messaging accoimt also 
hosted by the single instant messaging service provider, and a second instant messagii^c^its^ 
Ust that corresponds to the second instant messaging account of the user and tiiat include a 
second contiguous hsting of instant messaging screen names that each represent an in^iant 
messaging account also hosted by the single instant messaging service provider. 

For reasons that are analogous to those discussed above in connection with independent 
claim 15, applicants submit that Wemdorfer and Daniell do not describe or suggest this feature 
of independent claim 45. Accordingly, applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection of independent claim 45 and its dependent claims, claims 46 and 48. 

Claims 52 and 53 

As amended, independent claim 52 recites a computer-implemented method that 
includes, among other features, displaying a single graphical user interface that includes a fint 
contiguous listing of multiple messaging screen names that each represent an electronic 
messaging account hosted by a particular electronic messaging service provider, and a second 
contiguous Hsting of multiple messaging screen names that each representing anotiiar el0&lKMc 
messaging account also hosted by the particular electronic messaging service provider. 

For reasons that are analogous to those discussed above in connection with indef^vi^ 
claim 15, applicants submit that Wemdorfer and Daniell do not describe or suggest this featmre 
of new independent claim 52. Accordingly, applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the rejection of independent claim 52 and its dependent claim, claim 53. 
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Conclusion 



Applicants submit that all claims are in condition for allowance. 

It is believed that all of the pending issues have been addressed. However, the id^n@e ®f 
a reply to a specific rejection, issue or comment does not signify agreement with or concession 
of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, because the arguments made above may not be 
exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or o^er c?l$ims) 
that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this reply should be construed as an iiiterrt to 
concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated in this reply, a&d the 
amendment of any claim does not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability of the clsmL 
prior to its amendment. 

No fees are believed due in connection with the filing of this Reply. In the event that any 
charges or credits are due in connection with the filing of this Reply or otherwise, please ^ly 
such charges or credits to Deposit Account 06-1050. 
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